Message

From: Jones, Jim [lones.Jim@epa.gov]

Sent: 8/19/2015 11:18:37 AM

To: Jim Jones [jjones4411@gmail.com]

Subject: Fwd: Heads up - New England Journal of Medicine Article - Releasing Thurs. - GMO focus

Attachments: NEJIMGMO.PDF; ATT00001.htm

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Dunton, Cheryl" <Dunton. Chervi@epa, gov>

Date: August 18, 2015 at 2:47:46 PM EDT

To: "Milbourn, Cathy" <Milbourn. Cathy@epa. gov>

Cc: "Jones, Jim" <Jones Jim@epa.gov>, "Wise, Louise” <Wise. Louise@ena. gov>,
“Mojica, Andrea” <Motica.andrea®epa. gov>, "Sterling, Sherry”

<Sterling Sherrviepa. gov>

Subject: RE: Heads up - New England Journal of Medicine Article - Releasing Thurs.
- GMO focus

Embargoed copy attached. Note embargo until 5 pm tomorrow.

From: Milbourn, Cathy

Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2015 2:39 PM

To: Dunton, Cheryl

Cc: Jones, Jim; Wise, Louise; Mojica, Andrea; Sterling, Sherry

Subject: Re: Heads up - New England Journal of Medicine Article - Releasing Thurs. - GMO focus

Thanks Cheryl. Do they have an embargoed copy?
Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 18, 2015, at 2:26 PM, "Dunton, Cheryl" <Dunton.Chervi@ens. aov> wrote:

<image001.gif>
See below from OPP.

From: Overstreet, Anne

Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2015 2:16 PM

To: Housenger, Jack; Jordan, William; Sisco, Debby; Mosby, Jackie; Parrott, Patricia
Cc: Dunton, Cheryl; Strauss, Linda; McNally, Robert; Leahy, John; Finn, Cara; Berckes,
Nicole; Overbey, Dian; Keltz, Colleen

Subject: Heads up - New England Journal of Medicine Article - Releasing Thurs. - GMO
focus

importance: High

PYT — Dan Jenkins Monsanto) called to give se a heads up regarding an
article from The New England Journal of Medine. Te releases

ED_001486C_00005372-00001



Thursday (embargoed untd 3PM Wed) — focus 18 GMOs and
herbicides. The article covers an array of topics too broad at this point
to create a desk statement. Thus will ikely pan press coverage.

Authors:
o <I--if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Phlipy Landapgan
o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Charles Benbrook

2.5 pg article

o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Concerned about the safery of
GMOs

o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->National Academy of
Sciences having twice reviewed GMOs and while they noted that
they could not be linked to speatic health concerns, they had the
potential to cause allergens or harmiul toxics

o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Recommended post market
survetdlance which has gone unheeded

o <|--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Cite the IARC decisions for
2,4-1 and glyphosate

e <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Discussed herbuode rewstance
— also referenced 2,4-1 with agent orange

o <l--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Calliig EPA’s risk asscssment
process and undedying science Hawed

o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->In our view, the science and
the rsk assessment supporting the Ealist Duo decsston are flawed.

o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Discussed a potental link to
endocrine disruption

o <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Mentioned monarchs and
pollinators

e <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Intants and children — didn’t
fake human health effects mto consideration

Recommendation:

o <!I--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->EPA should delay
implementation of 2 decision to allow the use of Habist Duo - the
decision was made i hasre

s <|--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->T1me has come o revisit the
need to label GM foods

e <!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]-->Concludes that HEPA should
“pull back™ on 1ts approval

Anne Overstreet, Chief
Commumcation Services Branch
Hield and Faternal Atfurs Division
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